[ Fake rate vs vertpos | [ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos | [ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.8p , , , = 001 , : : - e
Y E : : : 4 F : : : 2 L :
] SRS S S S o o =
o E : : : %008:— s - ’*ﬂ++:+ : :
£ oo6peeee [ e ER o F g 08 Whgga
S 5 5 5 ®.007F 2 [ : S }
E : : : I 2 E a L : : :
R T S . ER O *
O Froeseeeees poseneeed AR 1 0.005f--++x s erhersere s I : : P
0.3F e e e g 0.004F 0.4 o e e
E E E ' 0.003F I : : :
0.2 -rmrreeee e AR v F - : : :
s TR 0.002F 0.2F e e R B
0.0y et e ST 0.001E] i ; ; ;
ot : 5 R - 5
:: : ¢ L i ] : g r : : ]
0.95[==--=------ ERR oo TR R 0.95[==-----=--- YN - 0.95---=-==--~ preernereees Y W |
0ok : ; ; 0oL 0.9 :
1072 107"

1072 107

1 10 0? 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%) track ref. point r (cml)

Fake rate vs DQM_TT__original

~ 0.5

o ki i b g
@OASE T g f

@ E : : : : : = L :

§ Oapr R T e
B0.35F- - e ek RN SRRRERE RETEEE SRR @ [ I oA

of’;iﬂﬂf{fé'}ﬁffffffgfffﬁfffféfﬁfffﬁfféfff'ffffm{ﬁi

0.2F

o
o)
[

I
IS
[

I
N
!
:

Ratio

T T

30 20 -10 0 10 20 30 30 =20 -10 0 10 20 30 023020 =10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz | [ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV 7 | [Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |
~ 0.5 ~ 0.0

> >
8.0.45 50.009
£
S04 5.008
%.007
o
©.006
[}
$.005
(&)
3.004
=}
9.003
0.002
0.001
OF

S T T SR S S S

I
O w
w U1
o
[ee]

o
o

fakerate vs

0.25

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

.................................................

0.2+ ek e bt S

o
N

o

IS
[

0.15F
0.1
0.05

N ST T TR TOUO T TOOE T

Ratio
Ratio
Ratio

5 SRS SO S SN DN S A o0sf S SO SUR NN OO SO SRR SO O

0 -16 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20 %086 4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10 050 =15 -10 =5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


